
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE2014 March 2, 2000 
this system that has caused defensive 
medicine and cost society in terms of 
quality health care for decades, and 
killed people according to the IOM, 
should be fixed before we expand its 
breadth to anyone else? 

So, Mr. President, I say that liability 
has never been a friend to patients and 
the unfortunate findings about annual 
deaths in the IOM report are the best 
evidence of that fact. This IOM report 
is very important in our deliberations, 
and none of us should lose sight of this 
fact. 

I also believe that my constituents 
back in New Hampshire should not 
have to deal with a greatly com-
plicated regulatory bureaucracy. You 
know, a patient that has a question 
about his coverage or some other as-
pect of his health plan wants a straight 
answer to a question. 

I want to highlight this fact: The 
consumer wants a straight answer. Ul-
timately, he should be able to call his 
health plan and receive reliable infor-
mation. 

If the answer he gets is not the an-
swer he wants, the patient should have 
a means of redress. Under the Senate 
passed bill, we have set a system that 
lets doctors take a look at what doc-
tors are deciding for patients. 

Under the Senate passed bill, con-
cerns are addressed by a doctor special-
izing in the patient’s type of problem. 
The doctor is independent, and makes 
that decision. 

There are several levels of inde-
pendent medical review where a pa-
tient can go outside the insurance plan 
and have another doctor who special-
izes in the same type of problem look 
again at the patient’s needs and decide 
if the patient should or should not have 
the requested service or treatment. 

This is an approach designed to get 
the patient care, and get the patient 
good care. 

The House-passed bill also has an ap-
peals process, but I am very concerned 
its design is more about creating more 
lawsuits, and putting more money in 
attorneys’ pockets. 

What will patients get out of this? 
They won’t get the care they need. So 
we think we have come up with a bet-
ter idea. 

In conclusion, let me say that pa-
tients really want and need to be put 
back into the health care equation, and 
I think that has been acknowledged on 
both sides. 

That is why many of the provisions 
in both bills are very similar. I think 
the provisions on plan information in 
both bills are similar and there is com-
mon ground from which we can work. 

We both give Americans expanded 
new rights to go to an emergency room 
and get the care they need without 
worrying about having to fight with 
their insurer over who will pay for this 
care. 

We both greatly expand access to spe-
cialists. Both bills allow direct access 

to a pediatrician for children, and for 
women seeking primary and preventa-
tive ob/gyn care. 

So, we are close on very many of the 
issues that are important to most 
Americans. These are major issues that 
I believe we can come to an agreement 
on. 

Other issues will be difficult to re-
solve, but I am committed to sitting 
down with colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle to discuss these issues, and 
will promise to negotiate in good faith. 

We may not agree yet, but I am hope-
ful. I think Democrats and Republicans 
share a goal of wanting to ensure indi-
viduals have access to safe and appro-
priate health coverage. So I am posi-
tive about this conference. 

f 

DEATH OF KAYLA ROLLAND 

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise, 
with sadness and a heavy heart today. 
On Tuesday, Kayla Rolland, a 6-year- 
old first grader was shot and killed by 
a classmate at Theo J. Buell Elemen-
tary School in Mount Morris Township, 
MI. 

As Kayla’s family mourns their lost, 
I am certain in my heart that Kayla’s 
spirit is in a better place. 

It is my hope that in this difficult 
time Kayla’s family will find comfort 
in one another, in their community, in 
their faith and in the knowledge that 
across America their fellow citizens 
feel their grief. 

Such a violent death is a great trag-
edy. But for someone so young, to have 
her hopes and dreams cut short by gun-
fire—stretches the limits of our power 
to understand and to accept. 

As the father of two daughters, also 
in the first grade, I can’t get out of my 
mind the pictures of Buell Elementary 
School, as so many frightened young 
children facing a terror few of us would 
want to know firsthand, rushed into 
the arms of their parents. 

I thank God each day that my kids 
return home safe, away from the dan-
gers of this world and from the sense-
less violence that haunts our commu-
nities. 

But, as our Nation tries to address 
the questions and issues that sur-
rounded this tragic event, I hope that, 
for the next few days, we focus on 
Kayla’s family. 

A family lost a child this week, and 
that we must not forget. 

There is a time and a place to address 
the circumstances surrounding Kayla’s 
death and the public policy issues in-
volved, and I look forward to those dis-
cussions. 

But, I hope that we will not allow the 
policy debates and the media rush to 
examine this tragic event cause us to 
forget the immediate needs of a family 
in mourning. 

Above all, I hope that we will keep 
the Rolland family and Kayla in our 
thoughts and prayers. 

In closing, Mr. President, on behalf of 
my wife Jane and myself, I would like 
to express our family’s deepest sym-
pathies to the Rolland family. 

f 

SAVE OUR SURPLUS 
Mr. GRAMS. Mr. President, I rise to 

speak about a very important bill I in-
troduced yesterday. My Save Our Sur-
plus, or S.O.S. legislation would lock in 
every penny of the $23 billion non-So-
cial Security surplus which material-
ized in FY 2000 and return it to work-
ing Americans in the form of debt re-
duction, tax relief and structural So-
cial Security and Medicare reform. 

The reason for this legislation is sim-
ple: Last year the Congress adopted my 
amendment in the budget resolution to 
set up a reserve fund for any non-So-
cial Security surplus for tax relief. 

Unfortunately, this provision in the 
budget resolution was completely ig-
nored in the appropriation process. As 
a result, we ended up spending every 
penny of the projected $14 billion on- 
budget surplus. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mated early this year that, Thanks to 
our strong economy, we would have an 
even higher $23 billion on-budget sur-
plus in the current fiscal year despite 
that spending spree. 

Mr. President, this $23 billion non- 
Social Security surplus does not fall 
from the sky. It is working Americans 
who generated the surplus—not Con-
gress, not the President, but Ameri-
cans’ hard work. 

In fact, hard working Americans 
have created a strong economy that 
has turned the ink in Washington’s ac-
counting book black for the first time 
in 40 years. The budget surplus above 
and beyond Social Security will top 
$1.9 trillion over the next 10 years. 

Clearly, the reason we have a surplus 
is the result of the hard work of work-
ing men and women of this country. 
Washington should not be the first in 
the line to spend this surplus. 

Mr. President, the budget surplus 
above and beyond the Social Security 
surplus is tax overpayments and should 
be returned to taxpayers in the form of 
tax relief, debt reduction and Social 
Security reform. 

If we don’t return the tax over-
charges to the taxpayers in these ways, 
Washington will spend it all, leaving 
nothing for tax relief, debt reduction or 
the vitally important task of pre-
serving Social Security. Last year’s ap-
propriations spending has proven my 
fears are well founded. 

President Clinton has already pro-
posed spending nearly all of this sur-
plus, and both Chambers of the Con-
gress are preparing to add even more to 
the President’s request in this year’s 
supplemental spending bill. 

This is not right. Last year’s discre-
tionary spending was already increased 
by over 5 percent, twice the rate of in-
flation. If Congress spends this addi-
tional $23 billion surplus, discretionary 

VerDate May 21 2004 19:01 Aug 04, 2004 Jkt 079102 PO 00000 Frm 00071 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR00\S02MR0.002 S02MR0


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T15:02:44-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




